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MATTER OF: ypnited States Court of Miutary Appeals » Usa of
Attorneys’ Admission Fees

DIGEST: United States Court of Military Appeals may

retain admission fees collected from attorneys
seeking to become members of its bar and use
them for certificates of admission, maintenance
of Court library, and other matters Court may
designate, Since 1951 GAQ has declined to
raisa objection to similar practice by other
courts established by authority of Congress,
and sees no basis to distinguish this Court

in the interest of establishing uniforwm
practice among such courts,

The Acting Clerk of the United States Court of Military Appeals
requested our opinion as to whether the Court can receive and dis~
burse admission fees collected from lswyers secking admission bcfore
the Court, rather than depositing these funds in the United States
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts., Contemplating that a portion of
these admission fees would be used to pay for Certificates of Ad-
mission, the Court would like to know whether funds not necded for
Admission Certificates can be used to establish a fund to support
the Court library and for such other purposes as the Court may
designate,

Since 1951 our Office has declined to raise objection to the
judicial practice of using part or all of attorneys admission fees
to maintain court law libraries, In our decision of June 8, 1951,
B~56200, we held, with reference to the United States Circult Courts
of Appeals, that, considering certain Supreme Court decisions dise
cussed therein, together with the long-standing practice of the
Courts of Appeals to retain admission: fees for library end other
purposes, and the fact that feilure to deposit fees in the Treasury
had been called to the attention of Congress, wa would no longer
question such use of admission fees "% * % unless and until the Con-
gress should tzke further action in the matter.," This decision

) effectively overruled our earlier helding in 11 Comp. Gen. 372 (1932).
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In B=56200 dated March 31, 1959, we held that our June 8,
1951 decision epplied to a similar practice by the United States
District Courts. In keeping with these decisions, wa subsee
quently decided that the United States Court of Claims might
establish a practice of applying 1its attorneys' admission fees
to the maintenance of the Court's library, noting thats -

“[T]here eppears no apprecisble difference betvreen
the questions considered in the cited decisions '
end that now presented in your letter, nor does
there gppear to be any sound reason for not per-
mitting a uniiorm practice in all the courts
estnblishcd Uy authority of CONgIeSS. B~56200,
May 4, L9065 (Lmphasis added. )

On these bases, we accorded similar treatmeat to the United States
Court of Customs and Patent Appeals im our decision of July 6, 1565,

B«56200.,

Accordingly, we will not object to the establishment of a
similer practice by the United States Court of Military Appeals.

‘B.P.RELLIR
Deputy Comptroller Ceneral
‘ of the United States
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